
United States Patent and Trademark Office 



j 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United States Patent and Trademark Office 
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 
www.uspto.gov 



APPLICATION NO. 


FILING DATE 


FIRST NAMED INVENTOR , 


ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 


CONFIRMATION NO. 


09/987,793 


1 1/16/2001 


Paul KJeinberger 


01/22875 


7703 



7590 05/27/2004 

ANTHONY CASTORINA 
G.E. EHRLICH (1995) LTD. 
SUITE 207 

2001 JEFFERSON DAVIS HIGHWAY 
ARLINGTON, VA 22202 



EXAMINER 



CHANG, AUDREY Y 



ART UNIT 



PAPER NUMBER 



2872 

DATE MAILED: 05/27/2004 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



PTO-90C (Rev. 10/03) 



Advisory Action 



Application No. 

09/987,793 
Examiner 
Audrey Y. Chang 



Applicant(s) 

KLEINBERGER ET AL. 



Art Unit 

2872 



-The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sh t with the correspondence address ■■ — " 
™ E R EPI -Y FILED 28 April 2004 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALL OWANPF 
JSffiSiS*^ a ^^ e aP plicant is re( l uired t0 avoid abandonment of this = a?S Son A p^tert? to a 
condSnr Z^ll ^V^ ^JW* e l th A er: (1) a timely filed amendment which places ffip^Hon in 
Sn^ 

PERIOD FOR REPi Y Pithor a ) „r h)] 

a) [§| The period for reply expires 6_months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

™T v the StatUt0ry per,od for rep| y ex P ire later tnan SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of the find reiecBon 

706^f) X WHEN ™ E RRST REPLY WAS RLED WITHIN ™° MONTHS OF THE RNAL REACTION. See MPEP 

^^ntZ 5 .^ r? be obtaned f u " der 37 CFR 1.136(a). The dateon which the petition under 37 CFR 1.136(a) and the appropriate extension fee 

1 n t N J?? Ce ° f Appeal was filed on - ■ A PP ellant ' s Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

37 CFR 1.192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal: 

2.I3 The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) M they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 
■(b) .□ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(c) □ they are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the 
' issues for appeal; and/or a 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

NOTE: See' Continuation Sheet . 
3.S Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejectiori(s): Double patenting rejection 

40 E^KES*^^^""" * allmrabl9 " 5Ubmittetl in a separa,e ' ,lmely ,i,ed am6ndment 

5.S The a)D affidavit, b)D exhibit, or c)B request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the 
application in condition for allowance because: See Continuation sheet 

6.0 The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 
raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. 

7.EH For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) bM will not be entered or b)D will be entered and an 
explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 
The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed:, 

Claim(s) objected to: . 



Claim(s) rejected: 1,5-16 and 19-31 . 
Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 



80 The drawing correction filed on is a)D approved or b)Q disapproved by fie Examiner. 

9. D Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s)/ 

10. [3 Other: See Continuation Sheet 



Audrey Y. Chang 
Primary Examiner 
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-303) . ... 

,009/987,793 Application No. 

Continuation of 2. NOTE: Proposed amendment introduces new features that require further considerations and searches. 

Continuation of 5. does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: Applicant's arquments mainlv based on n mm «H 
amendment to the claims and they are not persuasive to overcome the rejections. arguments mainly based on proposed 

ap^ved 0 " ° f 1 °' 0ther ,ermina ' diSC ' aimer fHed by the ap P' iCant ° n April 28 ' 2004 with res P ect t0 US Paten* 5,822,1 1 7 has been 



2 



